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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSON

Before Commissonas  Curt Hébart, J., Charman;
William L. Massey, and Linda Bregthitt.

AES Southland, Inc. Docket No. IN0O1-3-000
Williams Energy Maketing & Trading Compeny

SHOW CAUSE ORDER
(Issued March 14, 2001)

The Cdifornia Independent Sysem Operator (1S0) referred to the Commisson drcumsiances
rdating to the operation by Williams Energy Market & Trading Compeny (Williams) and AES
Southland, Inc., induding its subgdiaries AES Alamitos, L.L.C. and AES Huntington Beach, L.L.C.
(cdllectivdy, AES) of cartain rdighility must-run (RMR) generation unitslocated in Orange Courty,
Cdiforniaduring April and May 2000. A prdiminary, nonHpublic investigation conducted by the
Commisson gaff has raised serious questions about whether Williams and AES by falling to provide
power from certain designated RMR units, violated section 205 of the Federd Power Act and
agreaments on file with the Commisson. In thisorder, the Commission directs Williamsand AESto
show cause why they should nat be found to have engaged in vidlaions and directed to make refunds
and have certain condiitions placed on Williams market-based sdes authority for alimited period.

l. REGULATORY AND CONTRACTUAL BACKGROUND

Williamsisawholesdle SHler of dectric energy in Cdiforniawith authority to charge market-
besed rates Williams hasfiled contracts with the Commission in connection with its authority to meke
RMR sdesto the 1SO. Williams makes RMR sdes from spedified generation units, Alamitos 4 and
Huntington Beach 2, which are owned and operated by AES. AES hasfiled a contract it haswith
Williams, referred to herein asthe Talling Agreement, that sets forth the terms pursuent to which AES
will operate Alamitos 4 and Huntington Beach 2, among other units From April 25 through May 11,
2000, Williams and AES agread that the units designated as RMR units would not be available for
sarvice when dispatched by the 1SO. This unavailability caused the | SO to digpatch other units, thet are
dso owned by AES and whose dectric energy issold by Williams at prices many times higher then the
goplicable RMR contrect price or the
then-prevailing merket price

A. RMR Units

In December 1996, the Commisson directed the 1SO to designate RMR unitsin
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Cdifornial An RMR unitisagenerating fadility thet the 1SO can call upon when necessary to provide
enargy and andllary service essentid to the rdiahility of the Ceiforniatranamisson nework? Thel1SO
paysan RMR owner or agent afixed payment to compensate for the RMR unit's avallability and a
second, variable payment to compensate for the RMR unit's output at cost-based ratesiif the unit is not
otherwise participating in the market.3 The I SO designated Alamitos 4 and Huntington Beech 2 as
RMR units, among others, and the Commission gpproved the [SO's pro forma RMR agreament.*

B. L ocational M ar ket Power
In 1998, Southern Cdifornia Edison Company (Edison) sold its Alamitos and Huntington Beech

plantsto AES® These plants have locationd market power with respect to the provison of RMR
sarvioes because no other generation units can provide these services®  The Commission has recognized

!Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 77 FERC 161,265 a 62,092 (1996).

2See, eq., Duke Energy Oakland LLC, 85 FERC 61,047 at 61,141- 42 n.1 (1998). Stated
dternativey, it isagenerding unit, the aosence of which "could compromise rdiaility in different ways,
induding reduced voltage support onthe sysem.. .. " Cdifornial SO, "2000 Rdiahility Mug-Run
Technicd Study of the |SO-Controlled Grid," page 3 (August 1999).

3See, eq., Southern Energy Délta, L.L.C., 93 FERC 1 61,265 a 61,842 (2000).
“Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 81 FERC 61,122 at 61,557 (1997).

5The Commisson noted thisin AES Huntington Beech, L.L.C., 83 FERC
161,100 (1998).

®1n a procesding before the Commission following Edison'sfiling of apropossed RMR
agreament, awitness for Edison explained the need for RMR sarvices and the market power thet the
providers of such services contral, asfollows

Treditiondly, utilities deve oped their sysems on alargdy verticaly
integrated bag's, subdtituting between generaion and trangmisson
invesments where it was economicd to do 0. Asaresult, some
generating fadllities currently function as subdtitutes for trangmisson.
These generators must be operated during cartain criticd timesto
asurethdt, if some other key generaion or tranamisson fadility fails
there will be adequate power ddivered locdly to meat customer
demand and the dectric sysem will be protected from voltage collgpse,
ingebility, or thermd overloading of tranamisson. Under the new
(continued...)
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that afirm, such as Williams, has locationd market power if it contrals the only generators thet can
provide a service that the 150 requires,” and the | SO has reached the same condusion.®

C. The Tolling Agreement

Williams and AES executed a contract, known asthe Talling Agreement, thet
became effectivein May 1998° Under this agreament, Williams exdusively markets the output from
the Alamitos and Huntington Beech plants, which AES owns, operates and mantains'® The

6(...continued)
mearket sructure, during these critical hours, owners of these spedidly
Stuated generation fadilities could cherge unressonably high pricesif
they expect the 1SO will require them to operate to assure local
rdiability. Therefore, the public palicy task isto ensure that these
generation fadilities are available to operate when nesded for local
rlidbility while contralling their potentid to exerdse market power.
Divedtiture cannat solve this problem because these "mud-run” fadilities
will have potentid market power regardiess of who owns them.

Prepared Direct Testimony of John L. Jurewitz, Docket No. ER98-441-000, filed June 15, 1998.

"Cdifornialndependent System Operator Corporation, 90 FERC 1 61,006 at 61,011 (2000)
("Inthis Stuetion, there is no effective competition to rdieve the condraint and no market discipline on
the bid price by agenerator that has the ability to reduceits schedule.”).

8Californialndependent System Operator, Report of Control Activities, November 30, 1999,
pege 19 ("Thislocationd energy need provides the RMR designated unit an opportunity to exerdse
market power.").

9See the Capacity Sde and Tolling Agreement filed in Docket Nos. ER98-2184-004, ER98-
2185-004 and ER98-2186-004.

10 The Commission summarized the Talling Agreament briefly in AES Huntington Beech,
L.L.C., 87 FERC 161,221 a 61,876 (1999).
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Commisson has dated thet the Talling Agreament is a contract providing for the sdle for resale of
dectridity in interstate commerce

The Alamitos plant consgts of seven operationd units and the Huntington Beach plant consgts of
two operationa steam units*? Williams has the right under the Tolling Agreemernt to digpetch any unitin
the plants & any time aslong as AES hasfirg natified Williams thet the unit Williams wishes to digpetch
isavalable'® AES, asthe owner of the plants; is reguired to operate and maintain the Alamitos and
Huntington Beach units in accordance with Accepted Eledtricl Practices* The Talling Agreament
dates that
AES shdl bear dl costs of operation and maintenance™® It containsincentives for AES

1 AES Huntington Beach, L.L.C., 87 FERC 161,221 & 61,877 (1999). The Tolling
Agreement was filed with the Commisson and, in effect, sarves as arate schedule because it setsforth
the rates, terms and condiitions under which AES sdes of power are made.

2Tolling Agreement, Schedule 4.2 a page 4.2-1. Operations at the third plant subject to the
Taling Agreement, Redondo Beach, are nat invalved in thisinvestigaion.

3Talling Agreament, Artide 8, page 21.

Tolling Agreement a Artide 9.1, page 26. The agreement defines Acoepted Electricd
Practicesto mean

Those practices, methods and acts engaged in or gpproved by a
sgnificant partion of the dectric utility industry during the rdevant time
period, or any of the practices, methods and actswhich, in exercise of
reesonable judgment in light of the facts known a thetime adecisonis
mede, thet could have been expected to accomplish adesired result at
reesonable cost conggtent with good business practices, rdiahility,
safety and expedition. Acoepted Electrica Practices are not intended
to be limited to the optimum practices, methods or actsto the exdluson
of others, but rather to those practices, methods and acts generdly
acoepted or gpproved by a sgnificant portion of the dectric utility
indudry in the rdlevant region, during the rdevant time period, as
described in the immediatdly preceding sentence.

Artide 1.1, page L.

15 Talling Agreement a Artide 9.1, page 26.
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to meke the plants available for Williamsto digoatch.'® It dso contemplates thet
Williams and AES will coordinete the timing of outages’

D. RMR Agreements

Williams and the 1SO have executed RMR agreaments with repect to the
Alamitas and Huntington Beach plants and filed them as rate schedules with the Commission. 28
Pursuant to these agreements, the 1SO may issue a digpatch notice
"slely for purpases of meeting locd rdliability nesds or managing intra-zond congestion"® The1SO
may dispatch anon-RMR unit if the designated RMR unit isnot available®® Pursuant to its RMR
agreament with the IS0, Williamsis paid the gregter of its contract price or margind cost for operating
RMR units?*

The Tdlling Agreament satesthat AES shdl operate the plants “in amanner nat

16Talling Agreement a Artide 4, pages 14-16. The avallahility provisions of the Talling
Agreament date that Alamitos Unit 4 and Huntington Beach Unit 2 must be available 86 percent of the
12-month period ending May 31 of each year. Thisrequirement istermed the "guarantead availability™
of theunits See Talling Agreement, Schedule 4.2.

Talling Agreement at Schedule 8.2, page 8.2-2. Schedule 8.2 states in pertinent part thet
Williams "will provide the AES Subddiaries [Williams] prefared outage dates within 24 hours of the
receipt [of the] outage request. If the [Williamg] dates and the AES Subddiaries dates do not coincide,
the parties will work in good faith to determine the outage date and if unable to agree, the outage
schedule will be determined pursuant to Artide XI11." Artide X1 rdaesto dispute resolution usng
abitration. Id. at page 31.

185ee, eq., Must-Run Sarvice Agreament between Williams and the 150 filed April 13, 1999
in Docket Nos. ER98-441-000 and ER98-2550-000 (for the Alamitos and Huntington Beech plants).
These agreaments filed with the Commission, as supplemented, set forth the conditions under which
Williams made market-based rate sdles of sarvicesfrom RMR units.

¥Eg, id. a Artide 4.1(b), Alamitos RMR Agresment, p. 24. This description indudes
voltage support. Eg,, id., Schedule E, p. 35.

205ee Cdifornia Independent System Operator Corporation, 90 FERC 161,006 at 61,010-11
(2000).

21E g, Artide 8, Alamitos RMR Agreament, pp. 69, et se0.
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inconggtent” with the RMR agreament?? The RMR agreaments, in tum, redite thet Williams "shdll cause
the Unit to be fuded, operated and maintained, in accordance with goplicable law and Good Industry
Practice and with due regard for the reigbility purpose of this Agreesment.®® Each RMR agreament
defines Good Industry Practice in broad terms to indude practices generdly engaged in or which were
ressoneble under the circumstances

E. Thel SO Tariff
The | SO'staiff contains Market Monitoring Information Pratocols (MMIP) thet

define"abuse of RMR unit status'®® Abuse indudes operating RMR units to the detriment of
competition and effidency.?® The MMIP a0 addresses "gaming," which it defines as "teking unfar

22Talling Agreement a Artide 9.1, page 26.
2E ., Alamitos RMR Agresment, Artide 7.1, p. 51.

Agpedifically, each agreement statesthat Good Industry Practice

Means any of the practices, methods, and acts engaged in or gpproved
by asgnificant portion of the dectric power industry during the rdevant
time period, or any of the practices, methods, and actswhich, in the
exerdse of reasonable judgment in the light of the facts known at the
time the decison was made, could have been expected to accomplish
the desired result a areasonable cost condstent with good business
practices, rdiability, sfety and expedition. Good Indudtry Practice
does not require use of the optimum practice, method, or act, but only
requires use of practices, methods, or acts generdly accepted in the
region covered by the Western Systern Coordinating Coundil.

Alamitos RMR Agreemert, Artide 1, pp. 7-8. Thisdefinition isamogt identicd to the definition of
"Acoepted Electricd Practices™ in the Talling Agreement.

The MMIPisa"workplan" thet sets forth rules under which the SO monitors markets. 150
MMIP 8 1.1; Origind Sheet No. 713.

26|SO MMIP § 2.1.2, Origina Sheet No. 716, defines"Abuse of [RMR] Unit Staus' as
falows

Where Generating Units are determined by the SO to be Rdiahility
Mug-Run Units, drcumdances that indicate thet such Generdting Units
(continued...)
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advantage' of conditions such as "fadility outages' which render the sysem vulnerable to price
menipulaion.?’

In early 2000, the Commisson ruled that the bid price, and not the RMR contract price, would
aoply where an RMR unit is unavaladle for service and the 1SO mudt digpetch anon-RMR unit to
provide required service®® The 1SO passes through costs for services, whether or not provided by
RMR units; to the utility transmitting the power, which in turns passes through the costs to consumers ?®

F. Williams Market-Based Rate Authority

26(..continued)
are being operated in amanner that will adversdy affect the competitive
neture and efficdent workings of the |ISO Markets

2’1SO MMIP § 2.1.3, Origind Sheet No. 716, defines"Gaming' as

teking unfair advantage of the rule and procedures st forth inthe PX or
ISO Taiffs Pratocols or Activity Rules. . . to the detriment of the
effidency of, and of consumersin, the ISO Markets 'Gaming’ may
a0 indude taking undue advantage of other conditions thet may affect
the avallability of tranamission and generation capadity, such asloop
flow, fadlity outages levd of hydropower output or seasond limits on
energy imports from out-of-gtate, or actions or behaviors that may
otherwise render the system and the 1SO Markets vulnerable to price
meanipulation to the detriment of thar effidency.

28Cdifornialndependent System Operator, 90 FERC ] 61,006 (2000), issued January 7,
2000, on rehearing, 91 FERC 161,026 (2000), issued April 12, 2000.

29See eq., Southern Cdlifornia Edison Company, 93 FERC 161,334 (2000).
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Williams operates under market-based rate authority from the Commission.*® 1n 1998, the
Commission gpproved juridictiond rate schedules in the form of market-based rate authority for the
AES subsdiaries thet own the Alamitos and Huntington Beach plants®! The Commission stated that it
"dlows power sdes a market-based ratesif the sdler and its affiliates do not have, or have adequatdy
mitigated, market power in generation and transmission and cannot erect other barriersto entry."®?
Later thet yeear, the Commission granted AES request to assign the rate schedulesto Williams® The
Commisson dated tha "[u]pon assgnment, [Williamg will assume the responghility to fulfill the
Cdifornial SO's dispatch notices issued to these RMR units'*

. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Alamitos plant is comprised of Sx seam units and one combusgtion turbine peeking unit.
Units 1 and 2 have agenerating capadity of 175 MW each, Units 3 and 4 have a generdting cgpadity of
320 MW each, and Units 5 and 6 have a generating
cgpadity of 480 MW eech. The Huntington Beach plant has four seam units. Units 1
and 2 have agenerating capacity of 215 MW eech. Units 3 and 4 were retired in 1996.

30Unpublished letter order issued March 10, 1995 in Docket No. ER95-305-000. The
mearket-based rate authority was trandferred to aWilliams corporate entity in an unpublished letter
order issued June 7, 1995 in Docket No. ER95-305-001. A name change to Williams Energy
Sarvices Company (WESCO) was accepted by unpublished letter order issued January 16, 1996, in
Docket No. ER95-305-004. See AES Alamitos, L.L.C., 84 FERC 162,130 (1998). WESCO
subseguently became Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Company. See L etter filed February 3,
1999 in Docket No. ER99-1722-000. The Commisson granted Williams reguest for a continuation of
its authority to sdl capadity and energy for resde & market-based rates, and permitted Williamsto
provide specified andllary services a market-based rates. Williams Energy Services Company, 84
FERC 161,072 (1998). These market-based rates for ancillary services are subject to acap on bids
imposed by the ISO. AES Redondo Beech, L.L.C., 84 FERC 161,046 (1998) (permitting impaosition
of cgp onaprovisond bass); 85 FERC /61,123 a 61,462-64 (1998) (continuing price cap
authority).

31AES Huntington Beach, L.L.C., 83 FERC 161,100 (1998). See dso, AES Redondo
Beach, L.L.C., 83 FERC 161,358 (1998); 87 FERC 61,221 (Order Denying Rehearing) (1999).

3283 FERC a 61,481.
BAES Alamitos, L.L.C., 84 FERC 162,130 (1999).
3d. at 64,204,
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During the April to May 2000 period, the 1SO sought to digpatch both Alamitos4 and
Huntington Beach 2 as RMR unitsto provide voltage support.  From April 25 through May 5, 2000,
the ISO sought to digpatch Alamitos 4, but it was unavailable. Conseguently, the 1SO was forced to
digpaich anon-RMR unit, Alamitos 3, to provide replacement sarvice for Alamitos4. Smilarly,
beginning May 6, 2000, the | SO sought to dispatch Huntington Beech 2 but it was unavailable.
Consequently, the 1SO was forced to digpatch the only non-RMR unit available, Alamitos 5, to replace
Huntington Beach 2. The Timdine of Eventsin Attachment 1 indicates the Satus of the rdevant units
during the period in question.® Additional informetion with respect to the ressons thet Williams and
AES provided for the outagesis st forth in the non-public Appendix.

If the RMR units hed not experienced outages from April 25 through May 11, 2000, Williams
would have recaived dther (1) the market revenues only from the repective units, which would have
resulted in no payments for RMR output from the 1SO to Williams, or (2) Williams varidble cogt for
operating the RMR units less the market revenues from the respective units output.>® Accordingly,
Williams hed afinanda incentive to prolong any outages of Alamitos 4 and Huntington Beach 2 in April
and May 2000.

Williams recaived more revenues as aresult of the respective outages & Alamitos 4 and
Huntington Beach 2 because it received the bid price for sarvice provided by the replacement, non-
RMR units The bid price for the non-RMR unitswas & or near the 1S0's then-effective bid cap of
$750 par Mwh. Williams received payments from the 1SO of more than $11.3 million. While Williams
bid pricewas & or near $750 par MWh, the estimated average variable operating cost of the non-RMR
units during the period in question was gpproximatdy $63 per megawett hour. Williams received totd
edimated revenues less expenses of $10,282,549. Accumulated interest a the Commisson's published
interegt rate from September 1, 2000 through March 31, 2001 is $575,226. Thetotda refund amount
would be $10,857,775. Deallsregarding the totd estimated revenue to Williams are contained in Teble
1 to the non-public Appendix to this order.

. SHOW CAUSE

The 10 refarred this métter to the Commission, >’ whereupon the Commission

3The 190 isthe source for Attachment 1.
%See RMR Agreament, Artide 8, page 70.

3"The IS0 referred this matter pursuant to section 1b.8 of the Commission's regulations, 18
C.FR. §1b.8(2000). Pursuant to section 1b.8(c), the Commission determines that the disclosure of
the | SO asthe entity thet referred this metter will ad the investigetion.
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commenced a prdiminary, non-public investigation.®® With respect to Alamitos 4, information obtained
in the investigation indicates thet AES and Williams refusad to

meke thisunit avallable, for al or part of the period April 25 through May 5, 2000, for reasons thet were
not directly rdated to the necessary and timedy maintenance of thisunit. The effect of this gppearent
refusd wasto require the 180 to pay the bid price thet Williams submitted for non-RMR units a the
Alamitos plant thet the | SO was forced to digpatch, rather then the payment thet Williamswould have
recaved had Alamitos 4 been avallable. With repect to Huntington Beach 2, the information indicates
that AES and Williams refused to meke this unit avalladle from May 6 though May 11, 2000, for
reasons thet were not directly rdated to the necessary and timdy maintenance of the unit. Further, the
information indicates thet the condition under which AES and Williams made Huntington Beech
unavaladle resuted from thar gpparent falure to maintain the Huntington Beach plant in accordance
with the gpplicable RMR agreements and the Talling Agresment.

Theinformation in this order and in the norHpublic Appendix raises serious questions about
whether AES and Williams violated gpplicable RMR contracts and tariffs on file with the Commission
pursuant to section 205 of the Federd Power Act when Alamitos 4 and Huntington Beach 2 were
unavailable to be digpatched by the 1SO. It dso raises questions whether Williams acted inconastently
with its market-based rete authority and the Market Monitoring Information Pratocols of the |SO's tariff
with respect to the unavailability of the RMR units during the period & issue. Further, the informetion
rases quesions whether AES vidlated the Talling Agreament, on file with the Commisson pursuant to
section 205 of the Federd Power Act.

Williams hed an incentive to meke the Alamitos 4 and Huntington Beach 2 RMR units
unavailable because when the 1 SO hed to digpatch subgtitute, nonFRMR, units Williams received more
revenues Theinformeation obtained in the non-public investigation, and discussad in the non-public
Appendix to this order, suggests thet Williams took action to extend the outage a Alamitos and to meke
Huntington Beach 2 unavailable for pretextud reesons. The information aso suggeststhet AES dedlared
outages a these plants and maintained Huntington Beach 2 in amanner that was inconsgtent with good
utility practice

Theremediesfor these potentid violaionswould be, firgt, arefund by Williams and/or AESto
the 10 of the revenues Williams received in excess of the amount it would have collected from the ISO
hed Williams and AES not engeged in the practices
discussed in this order and the nonHpublic Appendix. Such arefund would place
Williamsin the same padition it would be in had Williams and AES permitted the 1SO to digpetch the
RMR units The second remedy would be a condition on Williams market-based rete authority. For a
one-year period, if an RMR unit isnat available when digpatched by the SO, anon-RMR unit

38Commission s&ff conducted thisinvestigation pursuant to Part 1b of its regulaions, 18 CFR.
Part 1b (2000).
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digpatched in its place would only recaive payment according to the terms set forth in the gpplicable
RMR contrect. In other words, Williams would not receive the bid price for operation of the subdtitute,
non-RMR unit. This remedy would place the risk on Williams for the fallure of an RMR unit.

The Commisson directs Williams and AES to show cause, within 20 days of the dete of this
order, why the Commission should not find thet Williams and AES undertook the actions and committed
the vidlations discussad above and in the ordering paragrgphs be ow, and why the Commisson should
not impose the remedies discussed above. Further, to ensure that al rlevant information can be
gathered, the Commisson isindituting aformal, non-public investigation with respect to the operation,
maintenance and sales of power from the Alamitos and Huntington Beach plantsin 2000 and 2001
Based on the reponses and any other information thet comes to the attention of the Commissoninthis
matter, the Commission may issue further orders, as gopropriate.

Information contained in the non-public Appendix indicates that Williamsand
AES may have acted together to exercise locationa market power with respect to Alamitos 4 and
Huntington Beach 2. The non-public Appendix dso disdoses additiond information with respect to
these units Part or dl of thisinformation may be subject to requests for confidentid trestment by
Williamsand AES. On the date of this order, the Commission will provide copies of the non-public
Appendix to Williamsand AES. Pursuant to section 10.20 of the Commisson'sregulations, 18 CFR.
§ 1b.20 (2000), the Commisson will make the non-public Appendix public five days dfter the date of
thisorder, unless Williams or AES provides ajudification to the Commisson for continued
confidentidity.

The Commisson ordars

(A)  Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Company is directed, within 20 days of the date
of this order, to show cause why it should not be found to have violated
section 205 of the Federd Power Act, the contracts, agreements and tariffs discussed above and why it
did not act inconggently with its market-basad rate authority with respect to the unavailability of the
Alamitos 4 and Huntington Beach 2 as described in this order.

(B) AESSouthland, Inc., AES Alamitos, L.L.C. and AES Huntington Beech, L.L.C. are
directed, within 20 days of the date of this order, to show cause why they should nat be found to have
violated section 205 of the Federd Power Act and the
Taling Agreement by shutting down the RMR units as described in this order.

(©  Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Company and AES Southland, Inc., induding its
subgdiaries are directed, within 20 days of the dete of this order, to show cause why either or both of
them should not be directed to refund to the 1 SO the revenues Williams recaived in excess of the amount
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it would have callected from the SO hed Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Company and AES
Southland, Inc. not engaged in the practices described in this order.

(D)  Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Company is directed, within 20 days of the deate
of this order, to show cause why the Commisson should not direct it, for aperiod of one year, to
provide to the |SO sarvices from one or more non-RMR units as a subdtitute for an RMR unit thet is not
avalabdle under the rate terms thet would gpply if
the desgnated RMR unit had been available

(E)  Pursuant to sections 307(b) and 309 of the Federd Power Act, the Generd Counsdl
and persons designated by him are directed to indtitute aformd, nonHpublic invedtigation of any and dl
vidlaions arisng out of the conduct of Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Company and AES
Southland, Inc., induding their parents, subddiary companies and effiliates, as rdevant, with repect to
the operation, maintenance and sales of power from the Alamitos and Huntington Beech plantsin 2000
and 2001, with full subpoena power, and to report the results of such investigation to the Commission.

(F  Pursuant to section 1b.20 of the Commisson'sreguletions, 18 CF.R.
8 1b.20, the Commission will make the non-public Appendix public five days after the dete of this order,
unless Williams Energy Marketing and Trading Company or AES Southland, Inc., induding its
subgdiaries provides ajudification for continued confidentidity .
By the Commisson.
(SEAL)

David P. Boergers,
Seoreary.
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